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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT 0? MARYLAND 


EERIX HEINE 

121 Mount OItvo Drive 

Roxlala, Ontario, Canada 

Plaintiff 




JURI RAUS 

510 j 43 rd Avnnua 

Hyattsville, Maryland 

Dofandant 


ANSWER 


lrat Defans n 


Civil Action No. 13952 

HCUff If IED AID RELEASED BY 
CtKtHAL I ITELl IGEICE AGENCY 
SOURCES METHODS EXEMPT I ON 3 B ZG 
NA2 I WAR CRIMESDISCLOSURE ACT 
'DATE 2003 2006 


The c crap la in t falls to steto s cause of action entitling 
the plaintiff to relief. 

Second Defense 

" " 1 ” i 

1. Defendant admits the Jurisdiction of the court. Re 

i 

admit* that tha plaintiff ii a raaldont of Ontario, Canada, and that 
the dofandant ia a c it ism of tho United State* and a resident of 
prince Georges County, Maryland. He also admits that he la and vaa 
in 1963 the National Compandor, of the Legion of Estonian Liberation, XftcL 
and that be la a person of raaponalblllty and integrity whose word is 
likely to be credited among officers of the Lagion and its various 

branches, excepting, however, Alakaander Alllkaa, Elmar Keerd, and ’ 

♦ 

August SCuklans. J 

Defendant further admits that the plaintiff has on several 

• * 

occasions coses Co tha Unit ad States in the guise of a lecturer and 

• ■ t 

exhibited a certain motion picture titled in engllsh, "Creators of 
Legend/' and, during the course of such lecture tours, has raised 
.sums of money allegedly for the cause of Estonian liberation, the { 

defendant likewise admits that tha l ecture s snd_thq not 

purport to describe tha plaintiff 'e asperiencae ac a partisan freedom 
fighter in Soviet occupied Estonia. 
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Defendant further edaiti thet on Nov cob or 9, 1963, at 
a special seating In the City of Nov York of the Board of the 

1 

, ' ; 

Legion of Estonian Liberation and the Board of the Legion's 

i 

Now York City branch. In the praeenca of other board soabara, 
ha did say chat ha was in possession of responsible inf ores cion 
received by hla from an official agency of tba.Unlcad States 

* . f 

Government to tho effect that the plaintiff mo a Soviet agent 
or collaborator' and on that account should not receive the 

* i 

cooperation of the Legion and Lta branches during the plaintiff's 

% 

tours of the United States* 

» ► 

The defendant also admits having spoken to one August Knkle&g, 

an of fleer of the Baltimore branch of the Legion of Estonian Liberation, 
in substantially the eamo term as heretofore stated and for substantially -, 
the seme reasons on an occasion earlier than those specif led la 
paragraphs 6 and 7 of the complaint* H o w ev e r, ha denies asking 

i 

the statements attributed to hia as specified in those paragraphs • 

2 * As to each and every other material allegation of the 

{ 

complaint the defendant cither denies them or is without knowledge 
or information sufficient to fora a belief with respect thereto. 

Third Defease 

The utterances made by the defendant that he had received 

» • 

responsible Information from an official agency of the United States 
Government to the effect that the plaintiff was a Soviet agent or i 

collaborator were true. 

Fourth Defense 

The dzfzudtmt mode statements concerning the plaintiff only '* 

i 

upon privileged occoa iotas to persons privileged to receive them, oad 
each such stdteaawat was isa^o vithout exprea* or actual italic a In 
furtherance of the defendant's legitioat® duties, respond lb i lit In* 
and offices. i 
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Fifth Defense ' 

* 

The defendant In speaking of the plaintiff as ho did 
was exorcising his right of free speech guaranteed by the First 
Amendment to the Constitution of the United States. 

S ixth Defense 

The maintenance of the present action by cho plain tiff 
is contrary to the interest and public policy of the Uniced States. j 

Seventh Defense 

The defendant was privileged to speak of the plaintiff 
as he did, since the defendant was acting, as an appropriate officer 
of the Estonian liberation movement. 

Eighth Defense 

The action, based upon a communication to August Kuklane, 
is barred by limitations. 
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‘ CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

cop y/1 the foregoing answer was mailed, poscage prepaid. 


to Ernest C. Raska^kas, Esquire, 


1418 Maryland” Attorney f op^laij/t iff". 


Attorney' for Defendant 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF MARYLAND 


EERDC HEINE 


> 



Plaintiff, 

) 


v. 


) 

Civil Action No. 15952 

JURI RAUS 


) 

* 

- 

Defendant. 

,) 

* 



) 



NOTICE TO TAKE ORAL DEPOSITION • 
please cake notice that the defendant will taka the oral 
deposition of tha plaintiff, Eerik Heine, commencing at 10;00 A.M., 


Tuesday, February 2d, 1965, In the offices of 


U 


3 


1 ^ ^pursuant to Pederal Rules 

of Civil Procedure, before George M. Poe, Notary Public, or some 

V 

other person authorized to administer an oath. 

/ 


T 


Attorneys for Defendant 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 


A copy the foregoing notice was mailed, postage prepaid: 

to Ernest C, Raskauskaa, Esquire* 
1418 Ray Roa^ Hyactcvtlle, Maryland, Attorney fgr^plaintif f . 




